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Subject matter jurisdiction of a local cause of action, as concerning real property, is 
exclusively in the state where the property is located, but transitory or personal actions may 
be brought in any state regardless of where the cause of action arose. 


The local action rule pertains to state court subject matter jurisdiction! and maintains that an action 
or remedy for injuries done to land situated beyond the boundaries of the state, when no part 
of the act resulting in injury was performed or committed within the state, is purely local and 


cannot be maintained in any state court other than the jurisdiction where the land is situated.” 
Courts generally have no jurisdiction in actions relating to land located outside their territorial 


boundaries,” particularly actions to determine title to land.“ If the crux of the action does not hinge 


on resolution of issues specific to the land, but upon conduct of the person, the cause is transitory.” 
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An action to determine personal interests in real property, other than title, is transitory and not 


local, such as spouses' martial rights in property.° 


A transitory or personal action is one predicated on a right of action that follows the person, 
irrespective of where the cause of action arose,’ and the transitory action may be brought in any 
court of competent jurisdiction in which jurisdiction over the person can be obtained.® There must 


be, however, a well-founded belief that there was a cause of action in the other place.’ Jurisdiction 


of a transitory action is determined by the law of the court's creation and is not defeated by the 


extraterritorial operation of a state statute in the state that created the right of action. m 


An action on contract is, as a general rule, transitory, |! even where real property is involved,” 


as is a tort action.” 
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